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providing incentives so that we can
drill for oil in the deep waters of the
Gulf of Mexico. The people of Lou-
isiana,” he said, ‘“‘welcome this produc-
tion. We know it is good for our State,

our country, and our economy.”
I wonder if the Governor of Louisiana

might pause today in calling for the
government’s assistance to clean up
the worst oil spill, and arguably one of
the worst environmental disasters ever
to descend on our country, to consider
whether that public policy statement
made sense then and whether it makes
sense now.

The consequences of that philosophy
of unrestricted oil drilling, irrespective
of the environmental concerns, irre-
spective of the need for reasonable and
prudent regulatory oversight to pro-
tect the public from precisely this kind
of unmitigated disaster, have now ac-
tually happened because a whole bunch
of people in a position to know better
put oil ahead of everything else, in-
cluding the public interests.

I yield to my friend from New Jersey.

Mr. HOLT. I thank the gentleman.

You spoke earlier about the liability,
a very important principle that has
been to some extent and should be to
the full extent of American law in this
area, which is, ‘‘polluter pays.”” That
has been the basis of the Superfund
program. That should be the basis for
the oil liability legislation.

BP has said they will pay reasonable
costs and that sort of thing. We
shouldn’t have to take their word for
it. We shouldn’t have to take the word
of a company that has flagrantly cut
corners in the past at huge cost to life
and natural environment, whether
you’re talking about the Texas City re-
finery, whether you’re talking about
the blowouts on the North Slope of
Alaska, whether you’re talking about
the blowouts on the pipeline in Alaska,
whether you’re talking about failure to
level with the American public and
even with the Coast Guard and the ex-
perts on how much oil was escaping
from this very well. The number keeps
shifting, and the oil company, I think,
has not been fully forthcoming.

So this company asks us to take
their word for it that they will pay,
that they will pay for the cleanup, that
they will pay for the environmental
damages, they will pay for the eco-
nomic damages and dislocation. I want
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that established in law. The liability
limit should be raised to many billions
of dollars, if there is a limit at all.

Now, some here in the Congress, par-
ticularly from the other side, have
said, ‘“Well, but you’ll drive out the
mom-and-pop, you’ll drive out the
small independents.” Well, you have to
have the ability to prevent and repair
and pay for any damages when you go
into business.

The point of the oil liability legisla-
tion is not to protect small businesses;
it’s to protect our environment and the
life of American citizens and the well
being and economic opportunities for
American citizens. And that means
that the consideration should be how
much damage can be done, and the li-
ability limit should be large enough to
cover the damage that can be done, not
to ask whether this is going to put too
much of a burden on a small company.
The consideration should be, what is
the damage? And there should be ade-
quate liability to cover that.

I’'m hopeful that, in the next week or
so, we will raise this liability limit
from the laughably small number of $75
million to at least $10 billion. And I
thank the gentleman for joining me in
this effort. The American public is cry-
ing for it. They want to know that in
law and in fact BP will be held respon-
sible for the damage they have done.
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Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. I thank
my colleague from New Jersey. Again,
I thank him so much for his participa-
tion tonight and for his leadership, es-
pecially in leading us in a legislative
remedy.

I want to end with this: on June 10,
2008, one of our colleagues actually said
the following:

There are 3,200 oil rigs off the coast
of Louisiana. During Katrina, not a
single drop was spilled. Actually,
600,000 gallons were spilled, but more
than 7 Dbillion barrels have been
pumped from these wells over the past
quarter century. Yet only 1-1/1000th of
1 percent was spilled. We would suggest
that JOHN MCCAIN revisit his reserva-
tions about ANWR and run against the
“drill nothing’’ Congress. Energy de-
velopment and the environment are
not mutually exclusive. In fact, this
Republican colleague said, we would
suggest that the first joint town hall
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meeting with Barack Obama, proposed
by MCCAIN, be held on one of those off-
shore Louisiana rigs.

Surely, I hope our colleague did not
mean this rig, the one that blew up,
caught on fire, cost a number of lives,
and led to the largest environmental
disaster in American history.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back.

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois (at the request
of Mr. HOYER) for today.

————

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Ms. WOOLSEY) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Mr. TowNs, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. HoLT, for 56 minutes, today.

Ms. KAPTUR, for 56 minutes, today.

Mr. DEFAZIO, for 6 minutes, today.

Mrs. MALONEY, for 5 minutes, today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. POE of Texas) to revise and
extend their remarks and include ex-
traneous material:)

Mr. MORAN of Kansas, for 5 minutes,
June 17.

Mr. POE of Texas, for 5 minutes, June
17.

Mr. JONES, for 5 minutes, June 17.

Mr. BOOZMAN, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. BURTON of Indiana, for 5 minutes,
June 14, 15, 16, and 17.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, for 5 min-
utes, today.

Mr. DUNCAN, for 5 minutes, today.

————

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 5 o’clock and 46 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until Monday, June
14, 2010, at 12:30 p.m., for morning-hour
debate.

EXPENDITURE REPORTS CONCERNING OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL

Reports concerning the foreign currencies and U.S. dollars utilized for Speaker-Authorized Official Travel during the
third quarter of 2009 and the second quarter of 2010 pursuant to Public Law 95-384 are as follows:

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, JENNIFER M. STEWART, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 29 AND MAY 4, 2010

Date

Name of Member or employee

Arrival Departure

Per diem !

Transportation

Other purposes Total

U.S. dollar
equivalent
or US.
currency 2

Country Foreign

currency

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent
or US.
currency 2

U.S. dollar
equivalent
or US.
currency?

U.S. dollar
equivalent
or US.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

Foreign
currency

Jennifer M. Stewart 5/01
5/02

5/03

Qatar

Committee total

Afghanistan
Pakistan

8,578.00

8,742.00

8,578.00

9,082.00

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.

2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.

HON. JOHN A. BOEHNER, May 28, 2010.
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